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Introduction and History of the Canada-U.S. Law Institute
Sidney Picker, Jr.*
I am Sidney Picker, Jr., a member of the faculty at Case Western
Reserve Law School, and Director of its Russian Legal Studies Pro-
gram. I am also Chairman of the Canada-United States Law Institute
Advisory Board as well as the Institute's founder and initial U.S. Di-
rector. Henry King, the current U.S. Director, has asked me to wel-
come you to the 1995 Annual Conference on Promoting and Protecting
Innovation in a Changing World: Canada/U.S. Concerns and Opportu-
nities and briefly to sketch, for those of you unfamiliar with it, the
origins and activities of the Canada-United States Law Institute.
The Canada-United States Law Institute is a binational entity, the
joint creation of the law schools of Case Western Reserve University in
Cleveland, Ohio, and the University of Western Ontario in London,
Ontario. It has two directors, one at each of the two campuses. Profes-
sor Henry King is the U.S. Director, and Professor Rande Kostal is the
Canadian Director. The Institute was the first organization in either
country designed to: (1) explore legal issues affecting the special Ca-
nada-United States relationship, and (2) examine each other's legal
structures and processes in order to provide comparative law opportuni-
ties for the students and faculties of both participating law schools as
well as for the public and private bar in both countries.
The two countries provide a fertile foundation for maximizing
comparative law opportunities. On the one hand, they have a great deal
in common, including history, geography, a cultural and political heri-
tage, language, sanctioning, and economy. Thus students in either
country have ready access to, and little difficulty understanding, the
relevant literature of the other, and they can readily relate to the socie-
tal issues under examination. On the other hand, Canada and the
United States are sufficiently different as to maximize the benefits of
comparative analysis. Thus, while both countries have constitutions and
federal systems, they are not alike. These in turn shape unique legal
solutions to similar social, economic, and political problems. An exami-
nation of the other country's legal solutions within the context of its
own constitutional/federal structures offers unique insights into one's
own national legal solutions.
In order to accomplish the two basic purposes of the Institute, six
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separate programs have been established which are operated with vary-
ing degrees of regularity. These include:
1. An exchange of law students between the two participating
law schools whereby students from each country may take one
of their six law school semesters in the law school of the other
country for full credit.
2. An exchange of faculty members between the two participat-
ing law schools, both for brief and extended, semester or year-
long, visits;
3. The publication of the first scholarly law journal in either
country devoted exclusively to issues of common interest to
both countries, the Canada-United States Law Journal, which
publishes the proceedings of the current conference. As we
speak, talks are underway to expand the Journal and under-
take a first-ever binational editorial review board, operating
both at Case Western Reserve Law School, and at the Univer-
sity of Western Ontario Law School.
4. The sponsorship of an international moot court competition,
the so-called Niagara International Moot Court Competition)
involving U.S. and Canadian law schools which always poses a
hypothecated problem involving Canada and the United States
argued before the International Court of Justice, the so-called
World Court. This past year a new record was set with eigh-
teen law schools on both sides of the border participating. In-
dicating an increasingly continent-wide interest in the compe-
tition, participating schools for the first time came from the
edges of both the Atlantic and Pacific Oceans and most places
in between, from the Atlantic, quite literally to the Pacific,
participating from as far east as Washington and as far West
as Los Angeles.
5. The sponsorship of scholarly research on comparative law and
international law issues affecting both countries; and
6. The organization of conferences on subjects of common inter-
est to both countries.
The current conference falls within the final program. While the
Institute has sponsored conferences since its inception in 1976, over a
decade ago it undertook a different tack by focusing annual conferences
on examinations of various aspects affecting the Canada-United States
economic relationship. Furthermore, the conference format was modi-
fied to provide a more intensive, as well as extensive, experience. That
meant probing in greater depth, requiring advanced preparation, and
circulating background materials in advance of the conferences. It also
meant extending the length of time for each conference, and scheduling
each in an environment designed to promote both structured and infor-
mal interaction among participants and attendees.
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Picker-INTRODUCTION AND HISTORY
The Institute owes a debt of gratitude to many individuals and
organizations who have supported its various activities during the past
nineteen years, both financially and intellectually. Included are the Ca-
nadian Embassy in Washington, D.C., as well as the Canadian Consul-
ates General, first in Cleveland, Ohio, and later, after that office was
closed, in Detroit, Michigan. In addition, private nonprofit institutions
in both countries have contributed generously since the Institute's es-
tablishment. These include the William H. Donner Foundation, the
Gund Foundation, the Cleveland Foundation, the Richard G. Ivey
Foundation, and the Ontario Bar Foundation.
The Institute in turn is owed a debt of gratitude from Case West-
ern Reserve Law School's Frederick K. Cox Foundation International
Law Center, which I would like to acknowledge. The law school's glob-
ally oriented International Law Center, established in 1992, used the
Canada-U.S. Law Institute as the inspiration for a number of its pro-
grams and drew on Institute experience in introducing Center activi-
ties, including the Russian Legal Studies Program which I currently
direct.
I, in turn, owe a particular debt to the person I am about to intro-
duce, Henry King, the current U.S. Director of the Institute. At the
time I first formulated the Institute concept, Henry was still TRW's
Chief Corporate International Counsel. As an academic inexperienced
in the ways of establishing such special-focused organizations I turned
to, and relied extensively on, Henry's organizational skills as well as his
substantive knowledge of Canadian affairs. His background, as you all
know, is extraordinary. Prof. King has served as Chairman of the Sec-
tion of International Law and Practice of the American Bar Associa-
tion as well as U.S. Chairman of the Joint ABA-CBA Working Group
on the Settlement of International Disputes between Canada and the
United States. He was also actively involved in bar activities relating to
the content of the new-born North American Free Trade Agreement,
(NAFTA) between Canada, the United States, and Mexico.
For the many of you who recall last year's conference, it is a spe-
cial pleasure this year to introduce Henry, who will resume his custom-
ary role as not only this year's conference "godfather," but also its
master of ceremonies. Last year, when he was just recovering from the
remodelling job done on his pipes and valves at the Cleveland Clinic, I
stepped in and filled that role in his behalf. While I would like to think
I was a successful on-stage understudy, I nevertheless prefer once again
to let Henry fill his own shoes. It therefore gives me great pleasure to
present to you Henry King, the U.S. Director of the Canada-U.S. Law
Institute.
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